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RECENT CASES. 

Admiralty— Jurisdiction — Beacon.— United States v. Evans, 25 Sup. 
Ct. 46. — Held, that admiralty jurisdiction extends to a libel in rem against a 
vessel for negligently injuring a beacon standing fifteen or twenty feet from 
the channel of a bay, in water twelve or fifteen feet deep, though it is built 
upon piles driven firmly into the bottom. 

Formerly admiralty jurisdiction was limited to the high seas. New Jersey 
Steam Nav. Co. v. Merchant's Bank, 6 How. 344. Later it was held to ex- 
tend to all public navigable water. The Genesee Chief v. Fttzhugh, 53 U. 
S. 443. But not to an injury done by a vessel to an object on land. The 
Plymouth, 3 Wall. 20. Courts of admiralty have also declined to assume 
jurisdiction where a fire is set to a house by a passing boat. Ex parte Phoenix 
Ins. Co., 118 U. S. 610; where the injury is to a bridge, swinging on a pier, 
constructed on the bed of a river, Curtis v. City of Milwaukee, 37 Fed. 705 ; 
John C. Sweeney, 55 Fed. 540; where the injury is to a boom, though it ex- 
tends into navigable water, Brig "City of Erie" v. Canfield, 27 Mich. 479; 
also where a vessel collides with and injures a derrick, attached to the bottom. 
The Maud Webster, Fed. Cas. No. 9,302. The present case is apparently in 
conflict with former decisions, and is illustrative of the tendency to enlarge 
admiralty jurisdiction. 

Adverse Possession — Against Whom. — Maas v. Burdezke, ioi N. W. 
182 (Minn.). — Held, that one may acquire title to land by adverse possession as 
against the true owner, though he erroneously believed it to be public land 
and intended to hold and claim it under the federal homestead law. 

In some states to gain title by adverse possession it must be against the 
whole world; Beatev. Hite, 35 Ore. 176; thus it was held in Flewellen v. 
Randall, 74 S. W. 49, that where a man enters upon land supposing it to be- 
long to the state and with the intention of acquiring it from the state he does 
not gain title by adverse possession against the true owner. But on the other 
hand, and, it seems, by weight of authority, it is held that the plaintiff must 
recover, if at all, on the strength of his own title, Mather v. Walsh, 107 Mo. 
121 ; and that possession need not be adverse to the whole world but only to 
the one who is asserting title in himself. Skipwith v. Martin, 50 Ark. 141 ; 
and though one admit title in the state, he may gain title by holding con- 
tinuously and adversely to the real owner for the statutory period. Franceur 
v. Newhouse, 14 Sawy. 601. 

Bankruptcy — Manufacturing Corporation — Laundry. — In re Troy 
Steam Laundering Co., 13 Am. B.R. 97. — Held, that a corporation organized 
for general laundry business, but whose principal business is the laundering 
of collars and cuffs, etc., for manufacturers of those articles, prior to their 
being put on the market, is engaged in manufacturing and subject to be 
adjudged a bankrupt. 

To be adjudged an involuntary bankrupt, the corporation must be one 
clearly within the provisions of the act. Wilson v. City Bank, 17 Wall. 473. 
The process of manufacture is supposed to produce some new article, and 
does not consist in a mere change of form of the original article. Hartranft 



